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to be considered in the appeal, and
state whether the appealing party is
requesting an informal hearing.

(2) Written notice of the final deci-
sion of the Board shall be sent to the
appealing party within 60 days of the
receipt of an appeal, unless the appeal-
ing party’s request for an informal
hearing is granted.

(3) The disapproved individual may
not serve as a director or senior execu-
tive officer of the state member bank
or bank holding company while the ap-
peal is pending.

(e) Informal hearing. (1) An individual
or regulated institution whose notice
under this section has been disapproved
may request an informal hearing on
the notice. A request for an informal
hearing shall be in writing and shall be
submitted within 15 days of a notice of
disapproval. The Board may, in its sole
discretion, order an informal hearing if
the Board finds that oral argument is
appropriate or necessary to resolve dis-
putes regarding material issues of fact.

(2) An informal hearing shall be held
within 30 days of a request, if granted,
unless the requesting party agrees to a
later date.

(3) Written notice of the final deci-
sion of the Board shall be given to the
individual and the regulated institu-
tion within 60 days of the conclusion of
any informal hearing ordered by the
Board, unless the requesting party
agrees to a later date.

(f) Waiver of notice—(1) Waiver re-
quests. The Board or Reserve Bank may
permit an individual to serve as a sen-
ior executive officer or director before
the notice required under this subpart
is provided, if the Board or Reserve
Bank finds that:

(i) Delay would threaten the safety
or soundness of the regulated institu-
tion or a bank controlled by a bank
holding company;

(ii) Delay would not be in the public
interest; or

(iii) Other extraordinary cir-
cumstances exist that justify waiver of
prior notice.

(2) Automatic waiver. An individual
may serve as a director upon election
to the board of directors of a regulated
institution before the notice required
under this subpart is provided if the in-
dividual:
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(i) Is not proposed by the manage-
ment of the regulated institution;

(ii) Is elected as a new member of the
board of directors at a meeting of the
regulated institution; and

(iii) Provides to the appropriate Re-
serve Bank all the information re-
quired in §225.73(a) within two (2) busi-
ness days after the individual’s elec-
tion.

(3) Effect on disapproval authority. A
waiver shall not affect the authority of
the Board or Reserve Bank to dis-
approve a notice within 30 days after a
waiver is granted under paragraph (f)(1)
of this section or the election of an in-
dividual who has filed a notice and is
serving pursuant to an automatic waiv-
er under paragraph (f)(2) of this sec-
tion.

INTERPRETATIONS

§225.101 Bank holding company’s sub-
sidiary banks owning shares of non-
banking companies.

(a) The Board’s opinion has been re-
quested on the following related mat-
ters under the Bank Holding Company
Act of 1956.

(b) The question is raised as to
whether shares in a nonbanking com-
pany which were acquired by a banking
subsidiary of the bank holding com-
pany many years ago when their acqui-
sition was lawful and are now held as
investments, and which do not include
more than 5 percent of the outstanding
voting securities of such nonbanking
company and do not have a value
greater than 5 percent of the value of
the bank holding company’s total as-
sets, are exempted from the divestment
requirements of the Act by the provi-
sions of section 4(c)(5) of the Act.

(c) In the Board’s opinion, this ex-
emption is as applicable to such shares
when held by a banking subsidiary of a
bank holding company as when held di-
rectly by the bank holding company
itself. While the exemption specifically
refers only to shares held or acquired
by the bank holding company, the pro-
hibition of the Act against retention of
nonbanking interests applies to indi-
rect as well as direct ownership of
shares of a nonbanking company, and,
in the absence of a clear mandate to
the contrary, any exception to this
prohibition should be given equal
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breadth with the prohibition. Any
other interpretation would lead to un-
warranted results.

(d) Although certain of the other ex-
emptions in section 4(c) of the Act spe-
cifically refer to shares held or ac-
quired by banking subsidiaries, an
analysis of those exemptions suggests
that such specific reference to banking
subsidiaries was for the purpose of ex-
cluding nonbanking subsidiaries from
such exemptions, rather than for the
purpose of providing an inclusionary
emphasis on banking subsidiaries.

(e) It should be noted that the
Board’s view as to this question should
not be interpreted as meaning that
each banking subsidiary could own up
to 5 percent of the stock of the same
nonbanking organization. In the
Board’s opinion the limitations set
forth in section 4(c)(5) apply to the ag-
gregate amount of stock held in a par-
ticular organization by the bank hold-
ing company itself and by all of its sub-
sidiaries.

(f) Secondly, question is raised as to
whether shares in a nonbanking com-
pany acquired in satisfaction of debts
previously contracted (d.p.c.) by a
banking subsidiary of the bank holding
company may be retained if such
shares meet the conditions contained
in section 4(c)(5) as to value and
amount, notwithstanding the require-
ment of section 4(c)(2) that shares ac-
quired d.p.c. be disposed of within two
years after the date of their acquisition
or the date of the Act, whichever is
later. In the Board’s opinion, the 5 per-
cent exemption provided by section
4(c)(5) covers any shares, including
shares acquired d.p.c., that meet the
conditions set forth in that exemption,
and, consequently, d.p.c. shares held by
a banking subsidiary of a bank holding
company which meet such conditions
are not subject to the two-year disposi-
tion requirement prescribed by section
4(c)(2), although any such shares
would, of course, continue to be subject
to such requirement for disposition as
may be prescribed by provisions of any
applicable banking laws or by the ap-
propriate bank supervisory authorities.

(9) Finally, question is raised as to
whether shares held by banking sub-
sidiaries of the bank holding company
in companies holding bank premises of
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such subsidiaries are exempted from
the divestment requirements by sec-
tion 4(c)(1) of the Act. It is the Board’s
view that section 4(c)(1), exempting
shares owned or acquired by a bank
holding company in any company en-
gaged solely in holding or operating
properties used wholly or substantially
by any subsidiary bank, is to be read
and interpreted, like section 4(c)(5), as
applying to shares owned indirectly by
a bank holding company through a
banking subsidiary as well as to shares
held directly by the bank holding com-
pany. A contrary interpretation would
impair the right that member banks
controlled by bank holding companies
would otherwise have to invest, subject
to the limitations of section 24A of the
Federal Reserve Act, in stock of com-
panies holding their bank premises;
and such a result was not, in the
Board’s opinion, intended by the Bank
Holding Company Act.

[21 FR 10472, Dec. 29, 1956. Redesignated at 36
FR 21666, Nov. 12, 1971]

§225.102 Bank holding company indi-
rectly owning nonbanking company
through subsidiaries.

(a) The Board of Governors has been
requested for an opinion regarding the
exemptions contained in section 4(c)(5)
of the Bank Holding Company Act of
1956. It is stated that Y Company is an
investment company which is not a
bank holding company and which is
not engaged in any business other than
investing in securities, which securi-
ties do not include more than 5 per cen-
tum of the outstanding voting securi-
ties of any company and do not include
any asset having a value greater than 5
per centum of the value of the total as-
sets of X Corporation, a bank holding
company. It is stated that direct own-
ership by X Corporation of voting
shares of Y Company would be exempt
by reason of section 4(c)(5) from the
prohibition of section 4 of the Act
against ownership by bank holding
companies of nonbanking assets.

(b) It was asked whether it makes
any difference that the shares of Y
Company are not owned directly by X
Corporation but instead are owned
through Subsidiaries A and B. X Cor-
poration owns all the voting shares of
Subsidiary A, which owns one-half of
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